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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the present application in view of the 
foregoing amendments to the Claims, and in view of the reasons that follow. Claims 1-4 were 
previously canceled. By way of this Amendment and Reply, Claims 5, 16, 19, 22, 30, 33, 39, 45, 
and 52 have been amended for clarification purposes, and new Claims 56 and 57 have been 
added. In addition, Claims 5-55 have been amended to correct minor informalities. Dependent 
Claim 19 has been amended to be consistent with the amendment to its base Claim 16. 

Dependent Claim 30 has been amended to correct a word processing error in the original 
application, which resulted in the last sentence missing. Support for the added last sentence can 
be found, for example, in Claim 30 of the priority document of the present application as filed. 

No new matter has been added by way of these amendments. After entry of the 
amendments above, Claims 5-57 will be pending, with Claims 13-15, 19-21, 30-32, 36-38, 42-44 
and 53-55 withdrawn from consideration. 

I. Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for allowing Claims 12, 18, 29, 35, and 41, and for 
indicating that Claim 52 contains allowable subject matter. By way of this Amendment and 
Reply, independent Claim 45, from which Claim 52 depends, is believed allowable. Thus, Claim 
52 has not been rewritten in independent form. 

II. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

In Section 3 of the Office Action, Claims 5-7, 16, 17, 22-24, 33, 34, 39, 40, and 45-47 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,351,582 to 
Dyke et al. (hereinafter " Dyke ") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,567,579 to Foltzer (hereinafter 
"Foltzer''). 

In Section 4 of the Office Action, Claims 8-11, 25-28 and 48-5 1 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dyke in view of Foltzer and further in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Pub. No. 2002/0093714 to Tokita et al. (hereinafter "Tokita''). 
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By way of this Amendment and Reply, independent Claim 5 has been amended to recite 
"synchronizing at least some of the plurality of optical network units with the second interface." 
Support for this amendment can be found, for example, in paragraph [0116] of the published 
application (U.S. Patent Application Pub. No. 2005/0019031). By contrast, Dyke . Foltzer, and 
Tokita , whether considered separately or in a proper combination, fail to disclose, teach, or 
suggest at least this element. Indeed, all the cited references are silent with respect to this 
element. 

Thus, independent Claim 5 and its associated dependent claims are patentable over the 
cited references. 

Independent Claim 16 has been amended to recite "starting an auto-discovery process to 
register the at least one optical network unit." Support for this amendment can be found, for 
example, in paragraph [0116] of the published application (U.S. Patent Application Pub. No. 
2005/001903 1). By contrast, Dyke , Foltzer , and Tokita , whether considered separately or in a 
proper combination, fail to disclose, teach, or suggest at least this element. Indeed, all the cited 
references are silent with respect to this element. 

Thus, independent Claim 16 and its associated dependent claims are patentable over the 
cited references. 

Independent Claim 22 has been amended to recite that "the second interface is configured 
to start an auto-discovery process to register affected optical network units." Support for this 
amendment can be found, for example, in paragraph [0116] of the published application (U.S. 
Patent Application Pub. No. 2005/001903 1). By contrast, Dyke , Foltzer . and Tokita . whether 
considered separately or in a proper combination, fail to disclose, teach, or suggest at least this 
element. Indeed, all the cited references are silent with respect to this element. 

Thus, independent Claim 22 and its associated dependent claims are patentable over the 
cited references. 

Independent Claim 33 has been amended to recite "means for starting an auto-discovery 
process to register the at least one optical network unit." Support for this amendment can be 
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found, for example, in paragraph [0116] of the published application (U.S. Patent Application 
Pub. No. 2005/0019031). By contrast, Dyke . Foltzer , and Tokita, whether considered separately 
or in a proper combination, fail to disclose, teach, or suggest at least this element. Indeed, all the 
cited references are silent with respect to this element. 

Thus, independent Claim 33 and its associated dependent claims are patentable over the 
cited references. 

Independent Claim 39 has been amended to recite "means for synchronizing at least some 
of the plurality of optical network units with the second interface." Support for this amendment 
can be found, for example, in paragraph [0116] of the published application (U.S. Patent 
Application Pub. No. 2005/0019031). By contrast, Dyke . Foltzer . and Tokita . whether 
considered separately or in a proper combination, fail to disclose, teach, or suggest at least this 
element. Indeed, all the cited references arc silent with respect to this element. 

Thus, independent Claim 39 and its associated dependent claims are patentable over the 
cited references. 

Independent Claim 45 has been amended to recite that "the second interface is configured 
to synchronize at least some of the optical network units with the second interface, to measure a 
round trip delay between the second interface and its attached optical network units, and to 
conduct round trip delay compensation." Support for this amendment can be found, for example, 
in paragraph [0116] of the published application (U.S. Patent Application Pub. No. 
2005/001903 1). By contrast, Dyke , Foltzer , and Tokita , whether considered separately or in a 
proper combination, fail to disclose, teach or suggest at least these elements. Indeed, all the cited 
references are silent with respect to these elements. 

Thus, independent Claim 45 and its associated dependent claims are patentable over the 
cited references. 

In view of the above, the independent claims as amended, and their respectively 
associated dependent claims, are patentable over the cited references. Accordingly, Applicant 
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respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections of Claims 5-11, 16, 17, 22- 
28, 33, 34, 39, 40, and 45-51 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

III. Rejoinder of Withdrawn Claims 13-15, 19-21, 30-32. 36-38, 42-44 and 53-55 

As discussed above, amended independent Claims 5, 16, 22, 33, 39, and 45 are believed 
allowable. Withdrawn Claims 13-15 depend from Claim 5, Claims 19-21 depend from Claim 
16, Claims 30-32 depend from Claim 22, Claims 36-38 depend from Claim 33, Claims 42-44 
depend from Claim 39, and Claims 53-55 depend from Claim 45, and thus are also believed 
allowable. Accordingly, rejoinder of withdrawn Claims 13-15, 19-21, 30-32, 36-38, 42-44 and 
53-55 is respectfully requested. 

IV. Newly Added Claims 

As discussed above, amended independent Claim 5 is patentable. Thus, newly added 
Claims 56 and 57, which depend from Claim 5, arc also patentable over the cited references. 

In addition, Claim 56 recites "measuring round trip delays between the second interface 
and its attached optical network units," and Claim 57 recites "conducting round trip delay 
compensation at the second interface." As discussed above, the cited references are silent with 
respect to these elements. Thus, Claims 56 and 57 are patentable over the cited references for at 
least these additional reasons. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests entry and allowance of Claims 56 and 57. 

* * * 

It is submitted that each outstanding objection and rejection to the Application has been 
overcome, and that the Application is in a condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully 
requests consideration and allowance of all pending claims. 

It should also be noted that although arguments have been presented with respect to 
certain claims herein, the recited subject matter as well as various other subject matter and/or 
combinations of subject matter may be patentable for other reasons. Further, the failure to 
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address any statement by the Examiner herein should not be interpreted as acquiescence or 
agreement with such statement. Applicant expressly reserves the right to set forth additional 
and/or alternative reasons for patentability and/or allowance with the present Application or in 
any other future proceeding, and to rebut any statement presented by the Examiner in this or 
other papers during prosecution of the present Application. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present Application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this Application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any overpayment, to 
Deposit Account No. 1 9-074 1 . Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by the credit 
card payment instructions in EFS-Web being incorrect or absent, resulting in a rejected or 
incorrect credit card transaction, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to 
Deposit Account No. 19-0741. If any extension of time is needed for timely acceptance of 
papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R. §1.136 
and authorizes payment of any such extension fee to Deposit Account No. 19-0741 . 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date 



February 20, 2009 



By: /Marcus W. Sprow/ 



FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 23524 



Marcus W. Sprow 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 48,580 



Telephone: (313)234-7150 
Facsimile: (313)234-2800 
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